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If, then, the educational system of a period is con-
demned, a heavy censure on philologists is thereby
implied : either, as the consequence of their wrong-
headed view, they insist on giving bad education in
the belief that it is good; or they do not wish to
give this bad education, but are unable to carry the
day in favour of education which they recognise to
be better. In other words, their fault is either due
to their lack of insight or to their lack of will In
answer to the first charge they would say that they
knew no better, and in answer to the second that
they could do no better. As, however, these philo-
logists bring up their pupils chiefly with the aid of
Greek and Roman antiquity, their want of insight in
the first case may be attributed to the fact that they
do not understand antiquity, and again to the fact
that they bring forward antiquity into the present age
as if it were the most important of all aids to instruc-
tion, while antiquity, generally speaking, does not
assist in training, or at all events no longer does so.
On the other hand, if we reproach our professors
with their lack of will, they would be quite right in
attributing educational significance and power to
antiquity; but they themselves could not be said to
be the proper instruments by means of which anti-
quity could exhibit such power In other words, the
professors would not be real teachers and would be
living under false colours • but how, then, could they
have reached such an irregular position ? Through
a misunderstanding of themselves and their quali-
fications In order, then, that we may ascribe to
philologists their share in this bad educational system
of the present time, we may sum up the different

